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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 6 and 9 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

On line 32, Claim 6 recites "...be displayed as the c).." There are no other 
references to a) or b). 

On line 12, Claim 6 recites "...be displayed as the c).." There are no other 
references to a) or b). 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Knudson et al (US 6,564,379 and hereafter referred to as "Knudson") in 
view of Davis et al (US 5,559,548 and hereafter referred to as "Davis", note 
Bennington et al US 6,418,556 is incorporated by reference and hereafter 
referred as "Bennington"). 

Regarding Claim 1, Knudson discloses that the program guide or 
electronic program guide (EPG) data and advertising information is distributed or 
transmitted to user television equipment including a set top box (STB) or viewer 
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terminal (Column 3, lines 59-61, lines 10-20). Knudson discloses that advertising 
information includes text, graphics and video (Column 4, lines 9-15). Knudson 
discloses that the text information advertisements or static advertising messages 
are distributed to the viewer terminals (Column 3, lines 59-60, Column 6, lines 1- 
3). Knudson discloses that the videos for advertising or video clips related to the 
static advertising messages are provided from the server to the STB or viewer 
terminal on a continuous looped arrangement or video clips are transmitted 
repeatedly and continuously (Column 5, lines 26-28). Knudson discloses 
simultaneously displaying on the screen EPG, text advertisement and video 
advertisement (Figure 12). Knudson discloses that EPG data is distributed to the 
STB periodically, however, Knudson does not explicitly disclose that the EPG 
data is stored at the STB. Bennington discloses that the program schedule 
information or EPG data is stored at the receiver for display (Column 7, lines 1- 
14, Davis -Figure 7a). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Knudson to include 
the storage of EPG data (Column 7, lines 1-14, Davis -Figure 7a) as taught by 
Davis and Bennington in order to provide in order to provide a more efficient 
display of program schedule information (Column 2, lines 62-64) as disclosed by 
Bennington. 

Regarding Claim 2, Knudson discloses that a television signal is 
transmitted from a head end to the STB (Column 3, lines 30-33). 

Regarding Claim 3, Knudson discloses that EPG data is transmitted from 
the cable head end with the television signal (Figures 1 , 2). 
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Regarding Claim 4, Knudson discloses that the video advertisements or 
the video clips are transmitted from the head end with the television signal 
(Figure 1, 2, Column 5, lines 20-30). 

Regarding Claim 5, Knudson disclose that the video clips are transmitted 
on a continuous loop and displayed on the screen when it is time or video clips 
are displayed in real time without storage at the STB (Column 5, lines 26-28). 

Regarding Claim 8, Knudson and Davis disclose all the limitations of 
Claim 1 . Knudson disclose that the video clips are transmitted on a continuous 
loop and displayed on the screen when it is time or video clips are displayed in 
real time without storage at the STB (Column 5, lines 26-28). 

Regarding Claim 10, Knudson and Davis disclose all the limitations of 
Claim 1 . Knudson discloses that the transmitted video clips are in a digital data 
stream (Column 3, lines 59-67, Column 4, lines 1-3, Column 5, lines 25-27). It is 
inherent that if the video clips are in a digital data stream that they are arranged 
in interleaved packets. 

3. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Knudson in view of Davis as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of 
Hidary et al (US 5,774,664 and hereafter referred to as Hidary). 

Regarding Claim 6, Knudson in view of Davis do not disclose that both the 
static advertising messages and the video clips are tagged with the same unique 
identification symbols at the head end and that the video clips are compared to 
the corresponding static advertising message so that the symbols match. Hidary 
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discloses a uniform resource locator (URL) or static advertising message is 
displayed at the appropriate time with a video or video clip (Column 3, lines 25- 
30). The URLs have associated time stamps, which will indicate when 
predetermined related video content is displayed on the video window (Column 
4, lines 53-56, Column 7, lines 65-67, Column 8, lines 1-3). It is inherent that the 
predetermined related video content has the same time stamp as the URL is 
displayed at specific times. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Knudson in 
view of Davis to include time stamps or unique identification symbols (Column 4, 
lines 53-56) for the URLs or static advertising messages and video clips as 
taught by Hidary in order to provide an organized interactive, educational, 
entertainment experience (Column 1 , lines 55-57) as disclosed by Hidary. 

Regarding Claim 7, Knudson discloses that the transmitted video clips are 
in a digital data stream (Column 3, lines 59-67, Column 4, lines 1-3, Column 5, 
lines 25-27). It is inherent that if the video clips are in a digital data stream that 
they are arranged in interleaved packets. 

4. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Knudson in view of Davis as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Hidary. 

Regarding Claim 9, Knudson in view of Davis do not disclose that both the 
static advertising messages and the video clips are tagged with the same unique 
identification symbols at the head end and that the video or video clips are 
compared to the corresponding static advertising message so that the symbols 
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match. Hidary discloses a uniform resource locator (URL) or static advertising 
message is displayed at the appropriate time with a video signal (Column 3, lines 
25-30). The URLs have associated time stamps, which will indicate when 
predetermined related video content is displayed on the video window (Column 
4, lines 53-56, Column 7, lines 65-67, Column 8, lines 1-3). It is inherent that the 
predetermined related video content has the same time stamp as the URL is 
displayed at specific times. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Knudson in 
view of Davis to include time stamps or unique identification symbols (Column 4, 
lines 53-56) for the URLs or static advertising messages and video clips as 
taught by Hidary in order to provide an organized, interactive, educational, 
entertainment experience (Column 1 , lines 55-57) as disclosed by Hidary. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure: Alten et al (US 5,635,978), Berezowski et al (US 
6,064,376), and Ellis et al (US 6,604,240). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Farzana E. Hossain whose telephone number 
is 571-272-5943. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 
8:00 am to 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Christopher Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331. 
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The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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